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WEINBLATT & GAYLORD P L C  
ATTORIUY~ & COUNBILORS AT L & w  

Pooembet 10,2004 

Mr. Lmmmoe L. Calvest 
Deputy Assodate GtXiWd Counsel fkr Mrcment 
Federal Bleotion Co&ssion 
WPshingos, D.C. 20463 

Re: MUR5349 

1 am a come1 of m a d  for the Minnesota Dmocratic-Pm~-ltabor Party House Caucus 
(“Caucwll) in the above r&mxlcod MUR, 

As part of the Conciliation Agreemest n W  in this matret, the Caucus m h 4 d  tke nun of 
$5,000 t~ Vance K. Oppermry whioh sum the Commission had d e t d e d  to be an ~XUBS 

aGceptaaGe of the excessive confdbutiolr. In doing so, it ne&x%d to advise tho Cocnmission that 
the 0 r i g i d  oonfribution .from Mr. Oppcnaa had been intmdbd fbr the Caucus’ non-fltQeraI (Le2 
Minnasota) awoung but had been deposited, inadvertently, in its Federal acwunt and reportad as 
a Federal coutribufion. 

\“b%utioa, ln addition, the Caucus a m  to and did pay a civil penalty by reasan of its 

The House DFIC Cawus has just learndd tha$ the Commission bas found w o n  to believe that 
Vame K. Oppennan violated 441a(a)(l)(C )but took no mer actioii ouler than a lettar of 
admonishment. Sat attached letter f k ~ ~  Lawrence L C d v a  Jr, to Tony P. Trimble daw 
November 4,2004, The House DFL Caucus doas not believe &at Mr- Oppeman violated the 
c ’ d  mmte because it was & intention that this contribution was to be made to the CBUQUS’ 
noo-fadera1 ,account and not to its F d d  acmmt. It was solely the Caucus’ m r  in depositing 
the confribtition into &e wrong account that resulted in the violation. It was the Caucus’ 
oblieation to correctly deposit and report the contribution per &a contributor’s intention. It did 
iiot do so and has acocpted the Iegal awoquences of that mt. That should not, however, be 
the basis for the Commiesion’s oonclusian o f  a vio!~&m by Mi. Oppainan. 

. 

The purpose of this letter not to reopen the or the Conciliation Agrement. Nor Is i t  to 
seek any relief fbr itself h r n  the FBC. Rather, the sole purpose of this letter is to address what 
clearly is a f0mal emor regarding Mr. Oppeanan’s contribution. 



I Mr. I~wrmce L. Calvert 
Deoernber 10,2004 
, b 2  

Could youplm6e advise the uadarsigncd if the Conmission was 4wm of Mr. Oppenaan’s lack 
of any culpability at the t h e  that it made it6 detmnimtion of ‘Zeasoa to believe’’ h his cue? 

I am p r e p 4  to respond to any quastions that you may have regarding this requestl 

Thank you1 * 

AWW:kq 
EnGI. 
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